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o
'eavy Sowet spendm -on. defense has im-:
;Peded " balanced _dévelopment of “the’” Soviet”
“economy, according to te>hmony of the U.S.
“Central Intelhvence Agency.
=~ But, the CIA concludes, while the cosf of the -
defenae effort has undoubtedly been a matter
“ of ‘concern ar.d debate within the Russian lead--
7.ership, it is not likely to prevent. the long -term,
¥ growth of Sowet defense spending. :
TENIt s L oclear that the Soviets are. far more
- willing than. we had thought to forgo growth

twn) in faver of expandmo mxhtarx capabnl~-—
. ities,” says the CIA. .~ o
But the mtemaence agéncy.adds- that dea,nte'
;- their willingness to spend, the Soviets. are stiil
- far behmd the Umted States in mlhtary'te‘
nology '''' O ; b
Defense spendmg is"expected. to b key
- 'sue in the Wednesday foreign pelicy debate be-:
: tween President Ford and .hmmy Carter, with
. Mr.: Carter advocating -cuts in the Amencan-;

* viet Union and China, was made before a Sen-.
ate subcommittee Iast May and June but was
re]eased only this week. :

- According to*the CIA testlmony, Soviet de-
fense spending, when estimated in dollars, was.
‘ about 42 percent higher' than the U.S: outlay’

< for defense in 1975. When estimated in rubles,
it ‘was about 29 percent hxohar than U S de-. ’

fense spending. A
" But CIA Director G’eorge Bush testmed at’
the same.time that, “*Generally speaking; the
UL S.S.R. lags far behind the U.S. in the design
and’ producnon of advanced electromcs com-'
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CiA gdys Kremlm budgetle,\ceOds u. S
but thai its war tecnnol gy su)l Iags

. ‘”lool.» for producmv advanced weapons.” . .- - N

“and economy in government; concluded on_the - ,--A
- basis’ of the testimony from- botlt:the CIA- and°

-that it is not self- -sufiicient, but is depeadent.

" food, and that it lags behind. the U.S. in tech-.,
" nology, esp@-cxally in the Tea. .of mxmary tech

, .'Grow!h ;ate impen!ed”'
- in the civilian sector (and’ comumer satisfac- .

"_'_dek‘ense programs as- it does now, it will’ .be- .
- hard-pressed to sustain the 4.5 percent average.. -
- GNP growth rate “achiev

defense .budget. The. CIA teshmony, dea]mg';
w;th the anoeanon of resources in both the So-"-
; ‘growth, at a’time when all major sectors, de-*:
_ fense, ‘industrial growth and consumptxon are . -
-’i_:"demandmo increases.””. vz

“miltion tons of grain 2 year ior the next, nve

* mire asked Mr. Bush'to comment on reports of -
. an alarming buudup in the’ Soviets’ civil ‘de-

- the Soviet civil defense procrram whzch lhe CIA
: could observe. BN

STAT |

'mxssﬂe propubxon and guxdance technolo’i
They also lag in the area of advanced machine

- Sen. William, Proxmire - (D) of Wxsconsm :
“chairman of. the subcommzltee on- prxorme:. )
Defense Intelligence: ‘Agency that . fthe out-. s

"st‘md‘na features of .the Soviet economy are o

upon imports for the most basic- commodity,

nology.”

‘According to the CIA,-“If the. hremlm con- -
tinues to auocate as great a share of GNP to~

ed over the past"de- )

ages, paiticmaﬂy

..in"meat, as well as stones ‘of ‘work slowdowns:

and ‘vandalism in the" markets .as: the pﬂople-
venttheu-u-e T
. *One can see’ manv xmxs that the Sovxet
economy has enlered” a -period of . slower

~ The intelligence~ experts eshrndted the So~ i

viets will have to import from 10 million to 20

years. - _
In the area of cml deiense Senator Pro'c-

fense capabilities.” Mr. Bush said that since
1972 there have been’ “no radxcal changes™ jn .
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